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Authority , have been ſo thoroughly enamin d, 

: the Archbiſhop's Right ſo plainly juſtified, both Fom the 
Nature of the Conſtitution, and from Ancient Practice and Ufage, 
that moſt Impartial Men that I have met with, think the Controverſy, 
at an end, would Men know when they are anſwered, and perſuade 
themſelves to confeſs a Miſtake. And yet the Controverſy is main» j 
tain'd with as much Heat and Confidence as ever : Which ver 
charitable Men to ſuſpect that there is ſomething more at the | 
than mere Zeal for the Rights of the Lower Houſe. For ſome thingy "| 
are ſo plain, that no Reaſon can be given why Men are not convinc d, 
but becauſe they won't : And when Men ſay and unſay almoſt in a 
breath, — themſelves and each other, invent new Schemes and 
Hypotheſes as faſt as their old ones are bafffed; help out lame Prece- ; 
dents with as lame Conjectures, with falſe Sto bad Reaſoning ;.; . - 
this looks as if they had form'd their Deſign, and agreed upon the Con- f. Wc; 
— before they had conſider d their Premiſes, or how to defend 
them : 


Such Men, I think, ſhould be diſputed with no longer: But there is 

one thing remains ſtill to be done, to open the eyes of well-meaning; - 
Men, and ſo prevent the Scandal which theſe Diſputes give to the; 
World. Some think there is no Danger to the Conſtitution, from the 
Claims of the Lowes Houſe, but that all the Danger is on the other 
ſide ; and therefore if Precedents be not fo full and plain as they could . 
wiſh them, yet they are ſure Reaſon is for them; and it is time to help 3 
out old Precedents with new Comments, or to take Courage at a lucky . 
Juncture to make new Precedents. 4 
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Others think the whole Da 2a and that it matters not 


which way ſoever e e make yery ſharp Re: 
—— upon the C Trang „quatre 
g ; and think both Conyacafii 5.50, be bla 
and — for i 11. 575 5 29 15250 12 bs 178 my 13 * es EN 93 tharm - Terk 
Jo vindicate therefore our 19 pond 


their Ancient Rights; and to de Iuſtice to un 17 * we les 

in Comvocation who have difented. ele new 

— Inde pendence ; and to ſatisty oy 9 d Laity 

who are not adde whither all this — u will be wer % give. 
N 


a ſhort View of the great Danger. 
Evils and Miſchiefs, which ch.C Chains. could the 8 e 
Fears are 


2 Ar 05 2 bes. vain / and ground 

Other V N21 
100 fat this Matter in a fake 11 "Fran 2 5 9 dera 
f Bt — new Claims are; and w e Maga gl them 
dim'd 8. . an Lk e e Pow of 
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Ae Tb 2 
. 
in the rH need not prove and every 
| . een can ſerve no 
4 
That is an dent and Coordinate Houſe, which bas full Power 
and Auth of Acting within it ſelf, without depending cen ey the 
Commands, ions, or Authority of a Superior. Houſs ; can 


chuſe its own Time of Meeting, ſit as Long and as Often as they pleaſe, 
Adjourn themſelves by their own Authority, and deny an 2 * Au- 
thority to Prorogue — begin what Buſneſs they and not 
only chuſe their own Committees, but when they think fit, RE © to 
chuſe Committees by the Authority of an other perlen e or Houſe ; 
excuſe-Abſence, receive Proxies, judge of Elections, cenſure their own 
Members; and all ſuch like Acts, which usd to be exercis d by the ſole 
Authority of a Houſe which is its own Maſter and Judge. 

That all this has been either claim d, or practis d, or — or of- 
fer d at by the Lower Houſe of Convocation, is notoriouſly, known. 

They reject the Authority of the Archbiſhop's 38 to proro 
them, and challenge this to themſelves: When the Archbi- 
ſhop with conſent of his. Brethren Prorogues the Convocation of. of oe 
lates and Clergy ( according to the Tenor of ov eng whe 
_ Clergy are actually preſent in the Upper Houſe ; the Maj 
notwithſtanding that, retire to their place of Meeting, 2 ſit 
and act as a Houſe, as no way affected by the Prorogation Fs When 
whe Schedule publiſh'd in 04 the Archbiſhop in © the Ur 2 1 Houſe, 


op ). to be intimated to . 


ſent down ( according to 


N ſir after chat, as leng ug againſt any 
biſhop and d and g e 
Aujourn d 


when there was no ouſe u- 
Achat 2 Depen- 


es of Part 5 
others Congurrence. Add 
of the Archbiſhop an 
) the Negative they 
in Final Reſolutions, which 


- » 
"# 


ich they refuſing | * 
any Matter refetr'd to them by the Archbiſhop-and Biſhops, if the Ma- | 
jority of their own Houſe be not inclin'd to go about it, or to do it ian 
the Mcthad preſcrib d. And I think it ought to be conſider d, whether 
2 ſilent Connivance at ſuch Irregular es and Claims, will net 
ſoon 1 into a Right: For we ſee Preredents grow very quick 
upon 3 5 1 „ * Ir 165 #179 9 e691} 2111 HIT 7 a 

They chim a Right to j of Controyerted Hlections, without 
the Archbifhop's Authority in referring fach Cauſes to their Heari 
which'is both contrary to Ancient Precedents, and to common 
For if the Convocation be Summond by the Archbiſhop's Wrir, and 
all Returns made to him as Preſident of the Synod, and his Preſence, 
in Perſon or by Proxy, be abſolutely neceſſary to mike: a Synod g he 
at leaſt with his Suffragans, muſt be che knal Judge of ſuch Elections. 
They have nor indeed proceeded to actual Ceiſures, but ſon. e of the. 
Members have ſhewn their good Will to it mare than once ; but they 
were ſenſſble they had no Power AP Cenſures they could 
gd > — 8 neither 
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neither ſend to the Tower; tage Excominuùnicate; 
_ ſuch Oe end tn # Jeſt : F 2 * Io! 15 * 2102 0 


2 Taro : c Aka hor ſuch of their” 
fire it, without asking Leave of the Preſident's 
qualify that now, and to fnale the Leave of 8 


ower Houſe, both nece to a oy ered 
a Power in both Ge, us the — 
Without the Prolocutor, no more than — 
F e 
Are d to re the 
'Preconization,” and the ſole Authority to 


che r 
Tumacigus, and to reſerve the Puniſhment of Tohruitia 


and it 18 natural to think, that the Power of 
"Abſence ſhould be holy in him, who has the lade fe 
be Sous Abſence. The admittin Proxies i 
1 8 Branch of the ſaſne wer Which ale 
pegel At A aden by g Pro 
r. ME SE the I Initarices may be thought of no great e 
Dne way or F other, and not wofttr contending for bm either 
"Which more preſentiy: But the Superior Authority f «He Ep 
And his Su Sans, is of the laſt conſequence; y for mound ge 
of it alters ſo he Conftirution, ant? makes way for mon d gre 
er Innovations. That a Houſe of Presb however they 
be a Houſe, has no Tmberenr and Origins Righ t a thy — — 
Power with the Metropolitan and his S 
Seen well obſerv'd and prov'd in ſome late x "This 1 8 * 
as theſe, in every branch of them, are a direct Contradiction to the 
Ancient Conſtitution and Uſages of Engliſh Synods, is I think proved 
beyond all reaſonable doubt, in a late Treatiſe, entituled, Sywodus Angli- 
un. And therefore waving theſe Matters at preſent, 1 ſhall "oo 
my ſelf to the Conſideration of the dan _— Tendency of thefe Claims 
of the Lower Houſe to-a Coordinate Power, with relation to the Con- 
— of an Epi and Metropolitical Church: And ſhall then 
ſhew the intolerable Miſchiefs which would probably attend the Pra- 
|; *.Rice of rheſe Claims in particular, ſhould they ſo far Ay a8 to be 
che ftanding Rules of Convocation. 
} 


Lbbiſteve,; how -« rous theſe Claims of dhe Low 
Tg cen to a Adore Power the Upper Houſe in Cotivocktion, 


- are to Epiſcopacy it ſeif , co the Efſential Diſtinction of Order be- 
tween Biſhops and Presbyters; for theſe unavoidably introduce 4 Preſ- 
«byrorlan-Paricy i into the Government of the err pet 
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ority 

an Independent Houſe; and they uſe. * 

| . for theſe Ends, nin: e 1 on 
tans did in Q. Elixabetꝭ s time, and the Scorch Presbyte- 

| ay in 225 eign. .0f Be Fomer che Fire - And Mep-.ah 

22 — n only conlder 1 vr 

| e intend, but what Uſe may naturally be made 5 — 

. of what they do, whatever their own, Intentio — A ar Jo noi: 


op Men ſenſible of this, I muſt gbfery 
pute between Presbytery and Epiſcopacy, i is not abay 
of Degree, but an Imparity of Order, The. Patrons. of eee 
allow of an Imparity of Degrees in the ſame Order, a wg an 
rp Ads 2 and Juriſdiction ee Lnever 

ſcrup le the Name or Office of a 8 SN = 
7225 4 „ with a Presb yrory of ſable Curates 


5 maße ng ſcruple to chuſe a Prolocutor 
They Preſident of their Aſſemblies, with as much, 


chority as a late * allows the Archbiſhop as W 
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ſigent of his Provincial Synod-: Nay, they would not diſpute with Bi- 
ſhops meerly for the A of Confirmation and Orders, which the 
Catholick Church has reſery d to them; or elſe that Diſpute de ſentenri 
| Hieronymi, Which has been managed with ſo much Art and Zeal, was 
all, to no purpoſe ; for St. Hierom did reſerve Orders to the Bi ; 
and yet Blondel and others have taken great Pains to graft a Prezbyterian 
Parity on it; Which ſuppoſes that a Parity of Order may admit of pecu- 
liar Adi, and different Degrees of Power. 5-58. — 
But theſe Learned Men very well underſtood the diſtinction between 
different Degrees in tlie fame Order, and different Orders in a regular 
Sup . and Subjection, which does not conſiſt fo much in ſome pe- 
culiar As and Offices, that one Order can perform , and the other 
cannot; theſe, are only Two, Confirmation, and Orders; but then the 
Authority ĩs toto genere different: The Original and — Authori 
of all Fccleſiaſfical Offices, derived from Chrift and his Apoſttes, is in 
the Biſhops ; and by Apoſtolical Inſtitution alfo, excepting Conflrmarion 
and the Power of Orders, communicated to Presbyters, to be exercis'd 
under their Inſpection and Government. This ſecures the ſu 
Government of the Church to Biſhops, the Original Authority being 
theirs ; and Presbyters having no Authority, but what is derwd from 
them, and under their Direction and Governmennn. 
If this be true, as all Epiſcopal Divines of the Church of 'Bygland - 
muſt own, and I am at preſent concerned with none elſe, I ned not 
prove, that for 2 Houſe of Presbyters to pretend to an Independer 
and Coordinate Power with a Houſe of Bifhops in Convocation, is to 
deſtroy the diſtinction of Orders between Biſhops and Presbyters : Fer 
how can a deriv'd and ſubordinate Power ever become Independent 
and Coordinate , without overthrowing this Divine and Apeftolical- 
Conſtitution ; and there is an end of piſcopacy. ee eee 
I readily. grant ( which is the principal thing T know alledged in this 
Cauſe ) that notwithſtanding this Subordination of Presbyters to their 
Biſhops, Presbyters have diſtinct Rights of their own, independent on 
their Biſhops : Every Parochial Prieſt has fo ; but then they are Civil - 
Rights, which do not originally belong to Biſhops, but are owing to the 
Civil Conſtitution, ſince the Church is taken into the State, and Sup- 
potted and Maintained by it. Many Deans and Chapters, befides their 
Civil Rights, have their peculiar Juriſdictions, and ſome of them Ex- 
emptions from the Viſitation of their Biſhops ; but then they have no 
Authority but what Presbyters are capable of exerciſing ; and they re- 
ceiv'd their Authority either from the Grants of their own Biſhops,” or - 
of the Biſhop of Rome, to whoſe Authority their owt Biſhops then ſub- 
mitted, and ſo far made it their own Act: And all this peculiar Juriſdi- 
; Rion, whatever it is, is exerciſed either under the Viſitation of their 
| Liſhops, or in caſe of Exemprions ( ſince the Pope is no longer al- 
1 | low'd 
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low'd any Authori in Engjand ) by the Kin 
of the * reh, ch. We by Ae 0 W's, "7 ae d Head, | 


nothing of all chis ſors Bithops and Progb) ters upon the 16752 8 
ordinate 03 adn. Claims of the Lower Fouts Ants, 


1  Diſpac, as 1 abſerr' jr, 4 between Preab Presb) 


icular Att of 1 Ul 


be rolates in —. to the 1 And che 4 

— — Ecaleſiaſtical | Autor, is in kale i po 7 
ITE. a Ai: NES and -Manne . per the le 

| 105 „ 'GOIT Abuſes an A 75 ee 5 


to the Authority pr 
the . — 1 So that a dinate pe Degen 1 2 in I. 


makes Presbyters 4s ae Governors of the Church as ae 
an! kene avoukd 84 the Presbyterians Na a hs 
ng of every Synod made them i ſhops, and 


Authority to chem to account for their Male-Adquniftrz 
. Whether this be, 


our Caſe, and whether any 0 0 5 Proch 
rian would deſire more, let any man judge, who conſiders the pri Nor 


Claims. A. e r has, writ a large Book, to prove hos ight .. 
of the Clergy way end to Convocation, as often as a Par 


ament is — d, by virtue of the Præmunientes Clauſe in every Bi. 
s Writ, and to Sit 2 as long as they Sit; which, ſince the Act br a 


ſhop' 
Triennial Parliament, muſt be every Three Years (a and that is as often 
as any can Viſit), and according to late Cuſtom pd che Ei- 2 


Kibg can Vile) and accontng vo lars Cit When 
y are met Wan this Summons, they claim it as a ight kom de 4 
Archbiſhop to chuſe a, Prolocutor , and to form themſelves into à 
Houſe ; — when they have a Prolocutor, and are a Houſe, they chal- 
lenge the Authority of Adjourning themſelves, and will Sit when, as 
often, and as long as they pleaſe, whether the Archbiſhop and his Suf-,. 
fragans think fit to Sit or not. Now, according to this Conftitution, . 
the Archbiſhop and his Suffragans have no Authority to hinder the; ri 
mons of the 3 Clergy to Convocation, nor to prevent their 
forming into a Body, nor to put any ſtop to their Proceedi tA 


ever they at And ſince the exerciſe of the , higheſt Eccleſi aftic 
Auhoriy Þ is in m tele E. Eccleſiaſtical Synods, where Presbyters ens: 64 


equal Rights and Powers. with their Biſhops, and theſe Synods by 
frequent Meetings, may ſoon become the ſtandin Government of the”. 
Church; Let any Man ſhew me, ſhould theſe Claims be admitte 3.5 


eater P among, Presbyterians themſelves. qu 
9 Kubo 22552 to foreſee, how fatal theſe Pretences may quick... ® 


ly p * to . Wee it. ſelf: For a Coordinate Power, as I have Al. 
oy — deſtroys a e of Order, and ihr 
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nothing but a Superiority of Degree in the ſame Order, and hardly that, 
were all their Claims allow'd, in Eccleſiaſtical Synods ; and yet a meer 
Superiority of Degree, can never defend Epiſcopacy againſt a power- 
ful Faction; which can be oppos d only by a Divine Authority. 

The plain Caſe is this; If Biſhops and Presbyters are of the ſame 
Order, they have a Parity of Order, and an Original and Inherent 
Right to all the Acts and Offices belonging to that Order; and with 
relation to their Order, have no more dependence on Biſhops in the 
exerciſe of their Miniſterial Offices, than one Biſhop has upon another. 
And therefore, the reſerving ſome peculiar Offices and Adminiſtrati- 
ons , ſuch as Confirmation and Orders, and committing the Supreme 
Government of the Church to them, with a ſuperior Juriſdiction over 
Presbyters, who by a Parity of Order are their Equals; can be no more 
than an Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, early agreed on by the Church, 
for the prefervation of Peace and Order, and good Government in it. 
Now all ſuch meer Eccleſiaſtical Conftitutions are in their own Nature 
alterable, if they are found by experience not to anſwer their end; 

that ſhould Presbyters and People to vote Biſhops uſeleſs and 
hurtful to the Church (as we know has been done, and may be done 
_ ), here is a fair Plea to -juſtify the depoſing Biſhops, and the 
ging Epiſcopal Government for a ian Parity; who, by 
this means, would have an Original Right to exerciſe all Shs ſame Ali- 
thority which has been fo long granted to Biſhops _—- *'o 
Indeed this is $i, ther the — N — the Aſſertors of 
Presbytery pretend; they do not deny, that Epiſc y was for many 
Ages "ay bliſh'd Government of the Church all the Chriftia, Wort] 
over; but they pretend, that it is no Original Right in virtue of a Su 
perior Order, but only an Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, agreed on for ſuch 
ends and parpolrs, as it cannot-now attain, which they think a good 
Reaſon why it may and ought to be Altered; and therefore their only 
care is, to allow no ſuch Diſtinction between Biſh h 
the Apeſtlet days, nor in the Firſt Ages of the Chriſtian Church, which 
_ 8 _ — * than — — nes Conſtitution; for 
which reaſon they Diſpute fo warmly againſt Ignatiuss Epiſtl | 
true Antiquity of the Apoſtolical Canons * 22 e 
The only ſecure Defence of Epiſcopacy, muſt be reſolved into 
Diſtinction and Superiority of Order, which will admit of no End | 
tion between Epiſcopal Authority and a Presbyterian Parity. For tho 
Fresbyters can do moſt of tie fame Acts which Biſhops can, yet if 
they act by a · dependent and derived Authority, and the Authority of 
Biſhops gives Validity to their Acts, then Presbyters according to the 
Original Conſticution of the Church cannot ſubſiſt without E ifcopa- 
cy For an Inferior Order, which depends on, and acts w olly by 
the Authorky of a Superior Order, cannot ordinarily ſubſiſt or act 
8 without 
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without it; I ſay, Ordinarily ; for what allowances God may make for- 
extraordinary ſes is of another Confideration. But to aſſert ſuch a. 
Diſtinction of Order, Presbyters whether Single or in a Body,, muſt 
quit all pretences to an Independent and Cœordinate Power: For a. 
Coordinate Power muſt be in the ſame Order, and an Independent 
Power in an Independent Order. This is an evident Proof, that theſe 
new Claims of an Independent and Coordinate Power in the Lower 
Houſe, undermine the true Foundation of Epiſcopacy : For there is no 
Senſe in them, without reducing Biſhops and Presbyters to a Parity of 
Order; and that is an eaſy ſtep, wheneyer they pleaſe, to a Patity of 
Power and uriſdiction. * n no , 11.2) N 
Secondiy, I need not prove, that theſes new Claims of the Lower 


„they 
tical. 


ſuppoſe there was no ſuch 
uppoſe that it was ſuch 


Matter in the Lower Houſe, undertook to prove this from the Coun- 
cil of Trent ; where the Queſtion being debated, Whether Metrapoli- 


their Suffragans, 


rity 
W 1 Ve 


oa - - 


ien Dae of Pup 


have reſtored it to them, it being his Intereſt to make the Metropolitans 
as great as he could, that by their Authority he might more eaſily go- 
vern their Comprovincials. This was thought very ſurprizing to be 
ſaid in ſo Learned an Aſſembly, where I can't think there was any one 
Member, not excepting him that ſpoke it, but very well knew that 
the Papal Power was rais'd uponthe Ruins of the Metropolitical Power, 
and made daily Incroachments on it. For this reaſon the Pope choſe 
to make ſome of the Chief Metropolitans his Legares, to confound 
the Metropolitical and Legatine Powers, that the Ancient Rights of 
Mietropolitans might ini time be forgot, and thought his Gift : And this 
has ſo far taken effect, that a late Writer in this Cauſe has aſcribed 
the ordinary Metropolitical Authority of the Archbiſhop to his Legatine 
Power. And it is u common Anſwer to the Argument the Metro- 
politans Power, That we know not what he did as Metropolitan, and 
what as the Pope's Legate. Bur had it been the Pope's Inclination to 
Advance Metropdlitans, can any one think chat he could not have car- 
57.4 ſuch a Point inthe Council of Trent, which did much greater things 
ea a ©2009 30 01 dots A eln uns S1t1 _ 
© "However; they ſay this is ond of our Metropolitan in the Acts of the 
Upper Houſe,” where theſe Prorogations are ſaid-to be made tun Con- 
Jer 1 Fratrum: And I think there is no doubt but the Archbiſhop before 
e ſigns the Schedule of Prorogation, will on courſe ask his Suffra- 
whether they have any thing elſe to — thar Seſſion, before 
he Prorogues the Synod; and what Day they think moſt convenient for 
the next Seſſion: Common Civility and Reſpect requires this. But Chy- 
{ot and Authority are two'things ; and therefore though the Archbiſhop 
eaves it upon Record in the Publick Acts, with what Beference he treats 
His Suffragans , yet the Schedule of Prorogation is in his own Name 
and by his own Authority; which ſhews where the Power is lodg d; 
-which therefore he often exerciſes when none of the itn AI. are 
preſent ; and it was never diſputed whether ſuch fingle Exerciſe of his 
Authority was Legal and Regular. FOOL VOTE WP SHOTS £334 


o 


Hut ſuppoſe the Conſent of his Suffragans were neceſſary to give Au- 
Honky to the Archbiſhop's Prorogations ; what is this to the Lower 
"Houfe of Presbyters? Are they his Fratres & Suffragane; too? It is 
tranſparent Fallacy to argue from the Authority of Synods, when none 
but Biſhop's were admitted to Sit and Vote there, to the Authority of 
*Presbyters, where they were, within a few 'Centuries, out of mere 
"Grace and Favour received into Synods. Biſhops have an Inberent and 
Original Right of Government, though it may be ited by Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Laws for the good Order and Government of the Church: And 
therefore ſhould it appear that the Metropolitan could not Prorogue 
Adjourn the Synod by his ſole © Authority witliout the Conſent of his 
Suttrag?ns, it would only prove that they had not parted with their 


Au- 
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Authority to him: But Presbyters, who have no Original Right to Sit 
and Vote in Synods, cannot prove ſuch an Authority by their mere Ad- 
miſſion into Synods; unleſs are receiv'd into Synods in the capaci- 
ty of Biſhops, and inveſted with an equal Power. if they fit in Convo- 
cation as mere Presbyters (as the diſtinction of the Upper and Lower 
Houſe proves), they are not Suffragans to the M tan, nor muſt 
they challenge the Rights and Authority of Biſhops any more in Sy- 


than out of it. 1 
The Diſpute about the hbiſhop's. Schedule of 
Prorogation is of the ſame nature; for the laſt Reſult of it is, Whether 
the Archbiſhop have Authority to Prorogue the | | N 


Synod ? * The Nature, and Uſe, and Authority of the The seh 

Schedule has been ſo fully Explain'd and Vindicated by a Gimme mt 
Learned Pen, from the falſe Gloſſes put upon it by the , gebe, 
Advocates of the Lower Houſe, that there is no ca. 
ſion to ſay more of that Subject; for what Anſwers I have hitherto 


Tue Sebedale it ſelf is pretended to be but a new thing: And 3 good 
Gueſſer, who never is at a loſs for a ne Hypotheſis at a lift, under- 
took lately to tell the Lower Houſe the Date of the Schedule. The firſt 
time, he laid, that a Schedule was us d in the Prorogation of Synods or 
Councils, was in the 4th Council of Lateran; from whence he fuppd- 
ſes. Archbiſhop. Muarbam took the Example, and hogan tha: eee 
way of Prorogation by a Schedule. It has been thown * meu 
at large how groundleſs this Conjecture is: But be that 2, 29, der., 
as it Will, what is it to the purpoſe? Would he prove, 
that the Archbiſhop does not now Prorogue the whole Sy nod, by his 
Schedule, becauſe the Pope began this Cuitom in the Lateran Cquncul, 
and Archbiſhop Marbam ſoon after put it in practice in his Provincial 
Synod ? Itſeems a Schedule is an Authentick Inſtrument of Prorogation, 
which is all we deſire, The Queſtion is not, When the uſe of the Sche- 
dule began; or how long the Archbiſhop has Prorogued by a Schedule ; 
but whether the Authority of e d be in the Archbiſhop, ; and 
whether he now. Prorogues by his Schedule; as he certainly does, if he 
Prorogues at all: For whatever he formerly did, he now Prorogues in 
no other manner; and the Archbiſhop in his Schedule in expreſs words 
Prorogues the whole Provincial Synod of Prelates and Clergy, in his Scriptis. 
But this is no Argument to thoſe Men who matter not the Forms, of 
Publick Inſtruments; but when they pleaſe, expound them by their new 
Schemes and-' Hypotheſes, though in contradiction to their expreſs 


Words. nn 2 | 3 4212 
well, but ſtill the ſending down of the Schedule to the, Ste Refefioms 


Lower Houſe is a new. chung of a very late Date: This, upon the Expedi- 


1 believe, is more than any man can prove, unleſs hie 
of | 3 * come 
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the Schedule, this takes immediate Effect in the Up 
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as they pleaſe; till x2 at Night, if they like it; and on any. other in- 


And diſcharge them from that Day's Attendance; 
Are over: But what is this to the new Claims of 
Intimation depend entirely upon the Pleaſure and Au 
"Houſe, and putting the Prolocutor wholly under their on 
And his intimating to be only by their conſent; and their refuſal to 
Eparate, tho the Archbiſhop and his Suffragans 1 it 21 
ſhould be as glad as any man to ſee a fair and amicable End 
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come with a very Will to it; and yet this is nothing to the pur- 
poſe. If the Archbiſhop Prorogues the Synod b — and ſigning 

per Houſe, where 
it is read and ſign d: But there muſt be Notice given of this in the Low- 
er Houſe to the Prolocutor, to Intimate it; and it makes no great dif- 
ference in what manner this be done, whether by ſending for the Pro- 
locutor to the Upper Houſe to acquaint him wich it, or by a Verbal 
Meſſage, or by tranſmitting the Schedule it ſelf, which, of the two, 
is the more ſure and authentick Notice: The Prorogation is actually 


made, and chere wants only a ſufficient Authentick Notice to be given 
ok it, to diſcharge the Clergy from their preſent Attendance. - _. - 


4. 


But this laſt Point about its immediate Effect, is, it ſeems, nat well 
agreed on by all the Friends of the Metropolitical Power. Some 
think, that if the Schedule be ſent down when the Houſe. is in 
midſt of a Debate, they may finiſh their Debate befare the Intimation: 
Others allow more than this; viz. that they may go upon new Buſi- 
neſs, if the Houſe thinks fit; and to juſtify this, there has been a ne 


Notion ftarted by the Advocates for the Lower. Houſe Claims, that the 
intention of the Schedule is — to a Synodical Days; but on 
W 


Synodical Days, it matters not when the iſhop prorogues, andthe 
per Honfe riſes ; for the Lower Houfe (they: fay) may Sit as long 


termediate Days alſo, though not as a Synod. : And thus the Commit- 
tee of the Lower Honſe concluded an Accommodation, fach as it is; 
That ſuch Forms of Prorogations (as they had agreed on) ſhould be © 


pronounced by the Prolocutor, when the Houſe agreed that the Bu- 


fineſs of the Houſe was over. 


I do not.deny but It may be very. conrenienc'fo the I ——_ 1 I | 6 
to fit ſometimes longer than their Parli — — will 
mit the Upper Houfe to ſit ; but then I think this: — wa 


3 


deſired, to be granted; but not to be taken without Leave. The Prolo- 
cutor, whoſe Office it is to Report all Meſſages according to the dire- 
Ron of the Archbifhop and Brſhops, and into whoſe. hands the Sche- 


tale is put to be intimated to the Lower Houſe, may be intruſted by 
the Archbiſhop with a diſcretional Power, not I the Intimation, 

i he ſee the Debates 
ing the time of 
rity-of the 


5 


of this Dif- 
terenee; but I cannot perſuade my ſelf to give up the Merropolitical 


| Power, which will be a/lfting and growing Miſchief, to patch. up a bro- 
1 This, 


Ken Peace at preſent. 
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This, I think, may ſatisfy any man, that theſe new Claims of the 
Lower Houſe are a poſition to the Power of the Metropolitan; 
and this alone, I ſe, is — to be ſaid to the true Friends of 
our Conſtitution; ec if they ms everence for the Anci- 
ent Conſtitution of Catholick Church AN of Metropolitans 
was ſo ancient, that no man knows the beginnin They were AN tie 
zun in the firſt General Council of Nice; and lach Uſe and Ne- 
— preſerve the Unity and Communion. of the Catholick 2 

good Order and Government of Provincial Chur 
they have been ſacredly preſerved even ſince, heree ver Epiſco — | 
preſerved; and this is the ri Attempt, chat ever, L KHE, made 
—— Divines upon the Metropolitical Take away 
Authority, which may be done in ona Ca eas h in Lene 
Caſe better than ——— 1 are all 


= A rt er in —— gms Pp 
10 3 


| — | 
er- Peace, and Onder — Ci Fend _ w_ 11 tory? 
rope 


But we have a further Obligation. to 

Iivical Power to the utmoſt; — ag the * — . 
che Church and Religion ſo much depends upon it. When. Church 
and State are united im one National Body, and have mixt and inter- 
woven Church and State muſt mutually pany and prate& 
each other; but; then — be Gick Powers din the Church, 
as may make. it-ferviceable to the Stag for Power is Intereſt. Now 
our 1 the Metropolitan Who is 
next in to. ths Royal Family; which makes him big enough to 
— — greateſt Enemies of Dre 
— — be obſerv'd, that the External Str and Glo- 
9 2 e, 
dis ic chen, which gives the Metropolitan e l 


ans Auchoviry bey beyond any of his Suffragans 8 that I know of, 
— wt, in hoo Es 


che Biſhops and Clergy of his Province .aze.cloſely, unit 14 at 
Subordination and ience : Which is ſo Crave. aha ns. 4 
| 'when- thus united, as muſt give e 
politan in whom they unite, and under whoſe Conduct | 
deſtroy' or weaken thas Unity, which nao oj ae dan 
rity which unites it be deſtroy d or  weaken'd; Parks the 
from the Metropolitan, and the from the Metropolitan a 
ſhops ; make Two Independent Houſes of Convocatiom, and (DE. 
ferences between them q and whatever Authority the Archbiſhop loley, 
is loſt to the Church. Such a broken and disoymed Body mutt, he 
1 We 


1 


— — —- — — 


— ee OS 


r 


. © —— 
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| 
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to complain; for uſeleſs Rig 


Stats, &e p 45,0. if the Archbiſhop has the 
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of redreſs. That this already has been, and is likely every day to be more 
the Effect of our unreaſonable Diviſions, is too viſible to need a Proof; 


and I hope all the Friends of Religion, and of our Conſtitution, will 


open their Eyes to ſee it, and not ſacrifice the Church, or that Authority 
which ſhould ſupport it, either to Ambition or private Reſentments. 

Thus I have ſhewn how theſe new Claims of the Lower Houſe 
threaten the Subverſion of Epiſcopacy, and of the Metropolitical Pow- 
er; which juſtifies the Archbiſhop and his Suffragans in oppoſing theſe 


Demands, and is a good Reaſon for the Epiſcopal Clergy to oppoſe 


But ſtill thoſe who are not aware of this Danger to the Conſtitution, 
think the Matter of theſe Diſputes to be in themſelves of no Conſe- 


quence; and therefore it will be neceſſary to ſpeak ſomewhat briefly 


to this. What they ſay, is, That ſhould the Lower Houſe be allowed to 


Adjourn themſelves, and to Sit as long and as often as they: pleaſe, 


even on Intermediate Days, and propoſe Buſineſs themſelves, and De- 
bate, and Vote, and carry up their Reſolves to the Archbiſhop; and 


his Suffragans for their Concurrence ; what does all this ſignify, when 


they can do nothing without the Upper Houſe, nor both Houſes with- 


out the Royal Licenſe ? And therefore let them Sit, and Debate, and 


Reſolve, if they have a mind to it, till they are — 3 which is a bet- 
ter way to cure them, than theſe angry Diſputes. Now this (I con- 
feſs) does prove that they can do no in all this, but it does not 
prove that they can do no harm: The Heat and Zeal ſhew in 
this Cauſe, is an Argument that they think it of mighty Conſequence; 
and if it be ſo viſible that no Good can come of it, common Prudence 

uires Governors to be aware of Miſchief, It is certain the Lower 


1e 
Houſe can't ſuffer by the denial of ſuch Rights and Powers, as if they 


had them, could do them 2 and therefore they have no reaſon 
ts may be a Burthen, l 

in; As for Inſtance. There is a ſtrange Noiſe: rais'd of the 
does pure Rook threatning Dangers to the "_y Being of Convocations, 
MEE, - Hors ſole Power of Proroguing 
them, when, and as often, and for as long a time as he 

pleaſes ; for at this rate he can eafily order it that they never Sit 
to do Buſineſs. Suppoſe this; and what difference is there between 
not letting them fit, and receiving no Buſineſs from them, which is his 
undoubted Right when he ſees reaſon to exerciſe it; unleſs they think 
a long and expenſive Attendance to Sit, and Debate, and Reſolve, and 
do.Nothing, ſuch a valuable Privilege ? But it is certain the Convoca- 
tion is in no greater _—_ one way than tother. Thus if they muſt 
Life as ſoon as the Schedule of Prorogation is brought to the Prolocu- 
tor, it may hinder all Buſineſs, by allowing them no Time for their De- 


| bates: Nor hare they any Eccleſiaſtical Matters to debate, that 1 know 
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of, unleſs the Archbiſhop, or the Prince by him, ſends them Buſineſs ; 
and then we may be ſure he will allow them Time for their Debates. 
The Convocation is in the Archbiſho 1 2 hands, where it ought to be, 
and where it has been ſafe for many Ages, notwithſtanding ſuch Dan 
rs as are now ſuggeſted, when there is the leaſt reaſon for ſuch Fears, 
that there ever was in any Age: 
The Convocation indeed ſeems to be in ſome Danger at pres, of 
made very Uſeleſs or very Hurtful; but the Danger comes from 
— Quarter: Theſe new Claims of the Lower Houſe deſtroy the 
Ancient Eſſential Conſtirution of an Engliſb Synod, which is but = 
Body, under one Eccleſiaſtical Head or 252 not two Indepe 
dent and Coordinate Houſes: And when the Unity i is broke, the Seeds 
and Occaſions of Schiſm and Faction are ſown; and a Competition ol 
Powers and Intereſts is never like to ſecure the Faith and to promote the 
Peace and good Government of the Church. * — as long as 
they pleaſe, and to propoſe what Debates they pl without any Su- 
perior Authority to controul them, have ſuch — Conſequenceszias: - 
dime may diſcover when. it is too "late to prevent them; but che e 
Man without the Spirit of Prophecy cannot foreſe. 
The Lower Houfe of Convocation conſiſts of all the Dignify'd Cds 
of the Province of Canterbury, of the Proctors of Chapters, and the 
go rs of the Dioceſan Clergy ; which make a very Venerable Body, 
and — have a great Influence upon the reſt of the Clergy and Laity 
too. No it is true they can do no Authoritative Act without the Roy- 
al Licenſe, and the Concurrence of the Archbiſhop and his — +> + 
et what a Flame ma chey put the whole Church and Nation into, o 
their Debates and Refolves ! We fee of what Power a Yore of the H 
of Commons is, to influence the Nation, though it proceeds no — 
cher; and this is reaſon to expect that the mere Votes and Reſolves of 
the whole r 1 may in ſome proportion have the like effect 
both on Clergy And yet if they have à Right to Adjourn 
themſelves, — when, and 2s long! as they . pleaſe , and ti prg- 
"Sg what Debates they pleaſe, there is no poſſi e way left to. prevent. 
this. 
Let us then ſuppoſe that the Spirit of Fanaticiſm-ſhould get che M. 
cendant in the Lower Houſe (and who knows what may be, when in- 
ſtead of a Provincial Synod under their Metropolitan as cheir Preſident, 
they make themſelves an Independent r e of Divines 2) what 
might not theſe men do? They might Vote the Hierarchy Autiobribian; 
the Common- Prayer, Popery } 1 of Prayer, Sinful; Ceremonies, , 
Nr , "Jewiſh, or Pagan; and Kneeling at the - Sacrament, 
Idolatry. What would not the Parliament in 1640, have 9 for ſuch 
a Coſvocationm; when the little Libels and 


and-Seditjous. - 
Preaching of -Schiſmaricks,. had ſo great Fg, 0nd Ene 
— Indeed 


us with; but it is a neu Thing to hear Epiſcopal 


| f muſt — all that I have faid. 


cCopacy in all its 


. : | Findicotian of the. Epiſcopal 
| Nerroti us, p. 12. wuhich it 1a at firſt. endow'd.. Lale Ege. 
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Indeed it is eaſy to ſuppoſe v many Caſes, wherein ſuch an Inde. 
pendent Houſe Bo bung g eat Diſotders 3 into the Church, and give 


great Diſturbance 2 the Metropolitan and his Suffragans, and bring 


their Perſons and e into Contempt. They may ſet on foot ſome 
Popular Deſigns, which the Upper "Houſe can neither ſafely comply 
with, nor reje& without unjuſt Reproaches : And whoever reflects on 


N | the Proceedings of the late Convocations, may find too many Inſtances 


of this nature. But how reaſ6nable-and innocent ſocver ſome, may think 


| che Deniands of the Lower Houſe, and how modeſtly ſacverthey ſhould 


at preſent uſe their new Rights, yet the Principles on which they chal- 


lenge them, are of very fatal baſkquence tothe Conſtitution. of our 


Church.: To diveſt the Metropolitan of all inherent Eccleſiaſtical Au- 


cation, is to yz 58 Eccleſiaſtical Power from the Epiſco- 
pal and 


thority, and to make e in calling a Convo- 


ce. Tis to take it out of the 2 = 


place it wholly da be King and his Miniſters, whether Civil or Eccle- x 
ſiaſtical Perſons, as he pleaſes; which makes the Government of the 


Church perſectiy Eraſtian. This indeed che Dir unjuſtiy reproach 


wines own and zea- 
louſly aſſert the ſame Doctrine. 


Having reduced the preſent ſpute to this plain State, Whether tbeſe 5 


; new Claims of the Lower Houſe.of Conyocation be conſiſtent with the 
Eſſential, Diſtinction of Orders between Biſhops. and Presbyters, and | 


reconcilable to the Subjection which Presbyters owe their. .Riſhops 


ſelves in this Matter, to acknowledge the Superio 


their Biſhops : And if that Author can. fairly Wen 


wich ſtating the Authority of Biſhops 2 7 


_ The Rig exactl conformable to the Oriajnal Inſtitution of Epiſ- 
Y gran Eſſential Parts, Whether the Account NES he gives 
of ir be ſo or no, muſt now be Examin . I'S 
Þ He tells us, I» the Reform'd . 
Aut bor 


Order retains all that 


or inveſted e by ſucceeding Canons, fur the. Diſpenſation of Dofrine 


f | Adnioifrarim ef. Diſcipline, and doe. Berforpance of Dioing Soria — the 
| Biſhops. are with us the Fathers and Gavernars. of , the Church; _and..in, 
" | r "he —— Power in 2 2 = 3 The | drehiepſcopal De- 
4 though. we are not equa its centi- 
3 ner to enjoy im this this. Province f Canterbury, e , 


* 


J 0o confirm all this, I ſhall. briefly examine the. Vindication: 7 | 
# tive of the Lower Houſe, which ſeems written. on purpoſe. to toguſtify chem · 


0 periority of b owe and. 
do reconcile their Claims with that. Subjection which P. . 


of Predhniers.in.che Chnnch. of. Mhulonds which I readi= 
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75 er by Right of „ but thoſe other 
t Primacy, or Pa elegation ; and bei 
Ay — — * — Fa. Law of the —.— 
1 fect Account of the Authority of » becauſe it 
tells us not of what Nature this Authority is; "= "the whole 
Controverly depends. The Dignity and Authority of Presbyters 
wn been deſcribd in the very fame words, That they have 
— that n Authority with which they were at firſt endow'd _ 
by Apoſtolick Bir der wage or inveſted afterwards by ſucceeding Ca- 
nons, for the Diſpenſation of Dodzrine, Adminiſtration of Diſdpline, | 
and due Performance of Divine Service. From whence no Man can 
learn the diſtinction of Order between Biſhops and Presbyters. It fol- 
— The Biſhops with us are the Fathers - | Governors of the Church ; 
Which is true, "ia fam, ſenſe, of Preidytere 64 e wy" and 
C 
cutive Power in or is t he w 0 l 
tual of de Legi Pente in framing Can Canois and Confiime. 
are Apt Ag, be ins Prove For this, Leto af-- 
ter ves Presbyters as good 2 as oy 
them: — but know that this contradicts the Pra- 
ctice o the whos Catholick Church from the Time of the Apoſtles, 
who. never admitted mere Presbyters to Vote, either in Provincial or 
Oecumenical Councils, where all Eccleſiaſtical Canons and Conſtitu⸗- 
tions were ſram d. And as for the Executzve Power, he only ſays it is 
ordinerily lodg d in them; which plainly diſtinguiſhes it from an Inhe- 
rent Original Right, eſſential to the Epiſcopal Order and Office: For 
to be ordinarily lodg d, ſignifies only a de Power, which in ordi- 


17 
5 which bad accrud to it, ei- 


wn anciemtly allowed, 
This ſeems to mo 


nary Caſes 
. thority of —— — nila 
extrao Execution of it. * 


Let us now conſider what Authority he allows to the M 
which follows in theſe words: The Archiepiſcopal Drgree alſo, t. 
are not certain of its Divine Appointment, continues to 11 8 
Province of „ mot only its tical Preeminene, © 
but thoſe other ſingular Powers which had accrued to it either by Right of Pris © 
macy, or 8 and being anciently allow/d, have not been. fince _ 
taken Law of the Land. He ſhows his good Will to the Me- p 

litic 2 that Caution he enters againſt its Apoſtolical 
En 3 whjets tat have been ſpared, beca — Dinky iS 
pleaded in this Cauſe. And no Man by reading this Account, can be 
able to gueſs wat this Metropolitical Authority is. He calls it, rhe An-. 
cient Metropolitical'-Preeminence; which ſeems to intimate as if it were 
originally no more chan an Honorary Precedence without any Autho- 
= This none Stop i; "4 ours which acer by the Right 


are intruſted with: And this leaves room for the Aus 


i | how Citins of th 


| Jet: And by 


Clergy of Exgland, 
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Primacy; but theſe, it ſeems, were confounded or ſwallow'd 
zue Delega tion. 10 thus, whatever Acts of Authority rally tec 


hy exert? oy our Metropolitans, if they, do not agree wich the 
Men, muſt be rejected, nl Acts of che Merre- 

tical,” but of the Legamine Power ; which is a ver 
they fly to it upon all occaſions. '- But there is another Limitation ſtill 
of ſingular uſe," aud being anci or d, have' nm, been ſince talen away 
by the: Law of the Land. The neden te dee, am. Je 
but Dr. A. and his Friends have che expounding of it, and Fake Rights 
and Powers of the Lower Houſe in|Gonvocation will be for ever ſe- 


curd againſt the Mete conſidering the true 


ſafe Retreat, and 


opolitical Abthoriey,! Now, 
Senſe of all ate cannot but ſmile When I read what follows: 75 


all this: Authority the Lower of England acknowledge thew/elyes fal. 


is Submiſſion they think they make good their Relation 10 an 


Epiſcopal Chureb, and ure notbriuuſiy differenc d from — of. another 2 
nion, who” are Prochyrers of rein ohn EOS Creation, and. as 

ledging no other Order: — % e ws Properly Bhs Fry 
terians. ant 213 171 

Te hopoitho Lower Clergy of -Englad own a great deal — chan his 
words ſignify; and — he muſt confine. the. Lower Clergy 9 gay 
to the. e of the Lower: Howſe ef. Convocatiom, Who are in the 
Meaſures and Sentiments — — ;\which; I am and Weben nr Lower 
generally ſpea 8 Are not; ey. were, 

might be Prezbyterian: for ought I know : For 7 Gow: = oy, 
are no more oblig d to own a Superior Order to emſelves, than 2 
byterians themſelves do: And mere Epiſcopal Ordination does not 
make Epiſcopal Par tur rang ſuch our firſt Prechyterians were, who 
were all Ordain d iſhops, but loſt their Relation to an Epiſ 4 
Church, when they — d a Parity of Order and Power with, 


wh Whether this 2 and his Friends do ſo, or are ever neh 
o 10, we may better judge by what follows. 


* . the 22 of Check of humbly c 
uſtly claim the Honour of Epiſcopal Presbyters, though they are not 
SS Epiſcopal neither, as to all the —＋ of . 188 into the 
| 2 he Epiſeo 12 and are 22 to preſerve thoſe Rights of Liberty 


ordinate 2287 unqueſtionably belong. to. them in thi: Re- 
| ford Engliſh Church, - both bs 5 Divine Lire by Human Low... 


Epiſcopal Presbyters; that is, thoſe who own-the Diſtinction of Or- 
der between Biſhops and — muſt, own. that they derive all 


«heir Anthority from Bifhops, and "muſt exerciſe it in Subordination to 
them: And then I wonder what he means 
Chupch into the bonds of 


: 4 55 E feopal, as ro ſurrender all the Power of the 
1 ts For the whole Power of the Church. is originally placed 
ds, and exercisd by their Authoriy,; A 


concei de they may 
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not to ſurrender to them any Authority which-they had not, but to 


own' what their Authority is. And Lconfeſs thoſe are 98 
Whar e RO ters, Who challenge — — Independe 
What Liberty and Subordinate erty, — enjoy 
Eccl "ol Canons and Conſtitutions, which are the Grants 
ops, ought not eaſily to he parted with; but what thoſe Rights 
and Liberties are which he means; I conſeſs I cannot learn from his 
words, when fie ſays chey are ſuch as unque/tionably belang to theme 888 
Reform 2 end En 3 ſeemns to mean ſome; peguliar 
and Liberties ers enjoy in the Church of Englend, le, wh 
did not fotmerly — them in the Catholick Chutclrr- d 900 
borne 7 9 A lege but Have never yet proved their un 
But then when he adds; that theſe Ri —— 
in oh this Reform and Exgliſb Church, — Fryers by Divine 2 
on, he ought to mean no CE ——— — — — 
Prevbyrers in every part A ways did be- 
long to them; yaw he can find à Peculiar Divine: Inſtitution for the 
Peculiar Liberties of Engliſh Presbyters. And as for Human Laws,-no 
Epiſcopal byters i pretend that they can alter that effentialiSu- 


perio ans nd Soboreaneizn: between Biſhops. and Presbyters which is 
E a Divinè Iniſtitution; which is the only Subject of our preſent 
Diſpute. But we hall better gueſs What he means by diele Rights and 
Liberties, by exat what. follows: For they. think they ure not reg af- 
ſwing, when the) Jas that the Rank of Preulyters 5s alſo an Order of o 1 6 
I. if he will but allow. that it is a Subject | 


der, and by Chrift's Appointment to act in ce on, 2nd Sub. 
ordination to their Biſhops. But how little he we may gueſs 
dem the next words, That they are ix the Chyrch,not barely Miniſte- 
rial, and whoſe only  buſmeſs it is to Obey ; — To op, 
the' Truf and Cel, of Divine Truth is origi committed. To under- 
ſtand this, we muſt remember that all ch oy oppoſition to their 
entire on, and Subjection to . ge — by a — 


L t the not mere Subject Presbyters, but have an Inde- 
A K * their own, — in their Order by Chriſt's 


pendent Authority 
ppointment + And then we ſee plainly what they would be at, That 

42 are two diſtinct Independent Authorities in the Church, of Chriſts 
own A nent. Which may, and probablywillut a thouſand. Cafes, 
if” this 9 0 e and rival each other, e 
voneſt Diſorder and into che Government of the Ch 
— * for the Take of: Fenee and Order mutt end in — 
12 "oc-eeir Author have 
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are Subjet and Accountable. And in this Senſe we acknowledge, That 
to them, next after the Biſhops, the Truſt and Cuſtody f Divine -Truth js 
originally committed 5 that is, it they muſt Preach. the Goſpel; and 
watch agzinft the increaſe and. grown of Errors and Uerelis which 
1 the Fair; and when this Right and. Authori __ is denied them, 
they will do well to. Claim i it, and to challenge it by Divine Inſtitution. 
And indeed by the Courſe of his Ar Ik. ee think this had 
been denied — though I cannot ſee, how d enying the Power of the 
Lower Houſe of Gonvocation to Adjourn Ives, and to hold In- 
cdermediste Seſſions infers the Far of their Authority. to Preach the 
Goſpel, or to refuce Hereſies; or how their Subordinate Truſt and 
= of Divine Truth, proves their Power of Adjoarmments, 45 hey 
ove to call them. But this ſerves very well to make-an an invidion; 
1 entation of the preſent Controverſy; and by challenging ſuch 
Rights and Powers as were never denied them, to juſtify. their new 
Claims to ſuch Authority as they never had, and without which the 
Faith, and —— and Government of the Chriſtian Church. was very | 
_ Tafe — many Ages. SS 1 orien | 
Wat he adds, borders nearer upon their f. new Claims, bug 86. not 
reach them; And that they e their ſhare iu the Legiſlation of any 
 *Poft-Apoſtolick — of the Church. But do 0 they age this too 
as a Right of their Order by Chriſt's tment ? It is then 
that there ſhould be no mention of this in all the Adem Rovink of 
the Chriftian Church; chat for fo — AD Presbyters ſhould never be 
| admitted to Vote as ſuch, in any Provi Oecumenical Councils, 
where — as vn Conſtitutions * ant * indeed. b 4 
peculfar Privilege hic enjoy, as peaks, in Reformed 
Church of England 4 — comes the mention of this here 2. Has 
N — pretend to make any 
Eccleſiaſtical Conſti without their Conſent? Or becauſe they 
are now in that Right that 2 
—— —— chat they muſt meet in Synods when 
pleaſe, and-Sit and Act Independently on their and 
Bs |. 5 ops? He goes on in the ſame ftrain, apps Rep i they pleſe 
may be as Sovereign in the Church; and yet not abſolute and 
' fo as to ſuffer tbe Pre: ; by th [ame fire of "Spe of Speech, — 2 
* Peerage of the Ecckſiaſtical Conſtitution, the Conſiliarii Nati in any emergent 
i  Diffientty ; und whoſe Conſent is to be had to any new Regulation.” The So- 
© - vereigns'in the Church, the Peerage in the Ectlefiaſtical Stave, is new Lan- 
guage in the Chriſtian Church, and fit only for thoſe; who: | to 
© new Rights Which the Primitive Church-hadino/Name-fors.... 1s 2 
- "ſpiteful Inſinuation, as if our Biſhops 5 for 4b/olate Souerei kt 
à Defpatick Power; which I believe : no B ops ſince-the A days 
eiuer pretended leis to. That Presbyters are of Council to 3 i- 
ps 


N —U— — 1 — ——  _ 
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ſh d that Biſhops did adviſe with them in their Dioceſan 8 +: 

24 Tan done - har tes it was in the Primitive Church, i Syn | 

Eye: bad m0, u . 0 king Canons or judgi Hereſy; Which 
ws that t different 


thoug 1 two very gs,. to Adviſe. 
EY. ith chem. That they have been 


with Presbyters, and A ſhare Powers w 
among us now for ſora Ages admitted into Provincial Sy nds, is grant- 


ed on a this Li 1 2 enjoy to chi day, and no 
Fail te 1 pref er HE — — of it. But cheir 
ee uertnodiate Seſſions, 


YE" 6 1 
6 1 15 tas of 1% Convocations,” they never 
E lag q le Provecal we, does 
0 TemSrotT i — 2.20 


they SD of 
1 75 as fever Nr Epiſcopal Church 
* as wich his Hom meg — 


merry. a5 he mak 
5 the 8 Chaſe in the Bi Writ, 
9 chat 
e, 


„ Any Ps 

Hot argue a0 Or t che ws 

55 5 in hi 1 een — El 
t this — Contra## ( it At 


= as BE te Hb: ——— Kt; — — 
N e e and 
nA And they 
Suffragans for fo Peculiar 2 2 
r Premed, by 
* 1 rat the had 
an 
Teles! 


TEE ny de che Favour. 


— 


- them ; : and however they Tame by this at firſt, 
and 6 Fl deſires the Surtender of it. But 3iNe- 


ONS, coming. to make Reſolutions in — Mat- 
| 4 IVE 1 in 5 


8 and denn gr 
and I — — ef wil iis Author derives 
| from Diodefan ben F 


225524 * 
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tive againſt their Biſhops i in Dioceſan Synods, is is more YE they Can 
Prove... But it is certain, this neither proves their Negatiye nor 
4 in Provincial Councils, Li Gr, y. were never - 2nd 
re; Where he will Right of Negative, which he 
+ mu be ſome where, a: Ee eee 
3 8 $ nothing elſe but a fill yan rl Declamation, , which 
'Lhave m ado, to-forbear making 6 fore tap Ke on; but it 
comes not within the compaſo of N ch was to examine 
bo he ſecured the eſſential Pitkiseton 99878 be 
And ten He, harangues, about, Ecclehaftical and . 
. juſt as our 4 enen en pe 7 0 Civil 15 ies. 
1 5 dewan ject to their Biſhops etropolitan, and not 
allow an In ependent N Eccleſiaſtical 8 Ede is a 
were Kenan lv, N ney bad in fte ical 8) 
pods, in the Primitive Church, and no Church ever S ted P Presby- 
ters from the JariſdiQzon of. {I Biſho A but the Churc rather 
the . of Rome... The Liberties of. Cees Church v ch he 
never pretended this, but ny, to deliver the King and 4 
from that Eccleſiaſtical Slavery. The N he gives to . 
AS FT Churchof England, of the „ ona of the Metro 
on the Inferior Clergy; and to the Biſhops, o che Uſa 
their Metropolitan ; is ſo very ſenſeleſs and ridiculous that I ſh Tal 
8 1 EY 
| e he gives us of the Authority of the Met: 
h and Biſhops, and of n and Liberties of 8 
— r. of England; which is very different from the Idea of 
Subjection berween Biſhops and Presbyters, which we 
> TRY and and prian, and other Primitive Writers, and was re- 
4 en ev: n in — firſt Ages of the Church. But now, Xeets 
1 — d careTw, let nothing be done without the Conſent and Authority 
Yon Biſhop, as Ignatius taught, is no better than Eccleſiaſtical Roman 
> | and irreconcilable with the Primitive Dignity and Powers of 
If I underſtand him aright, all that he ſays amounts to no. 
5 _ to allow Biſhops ſome Superior Degrees of Power in the 
ſame Order, not a ED Order which ISS an Inherent Authority 
and Pawer over Presbyters ; though without ſuch an Imparity of Or- 
„ 4.20 0d wer can never be defended, as ne ans 
tion and Government of the Chriftian - 
.their new Claims -of Liberty and. . 
A Lower Houſe of Convocation have made, 


1 


tween Biſhops 


ential to t 


— 25 5 lon 000 Churc n that now ren : 
j me to o, B, ri to amine w a ee 0 
theſe Claims and Pradices. — . 


— — — — 
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In order to remove all falſe Conſtructions and Miſrepreſentations of 
their Claim, he tells us in ſeveral particulars, what Deference and Sub- 
miſſion chey pay to the Metropolitical Authority in Convogation; Pur 
whether ſac. an Obedience be ſufficient to Fai their new Claims, is 
to be confider'd. My great Objection againſt their new Cr 
have already ſhown, . and. I think have 2 is this, That th 
the Lower Houſe of Convocation a diſtinct and ſeparate an A 
Fn Logs Rights and Powers, Independent on the Wee | 
Sufffagans; which T think a Houle of Subject een | 
WI whe deſtroying the; eſſential DiſtinQion of Order * | 

Presbyters,which deftroys the Conſtitution and * Epiſcb. 
pal CL. Let us then examine e al 88 eral” Ac r 
ience, which he ſays they pay the Metropolitical Fe 2, ll 
anſwer. this Objection. GU, © 136 © ERP 
Firſt then, he deſires, his Reader would be gle co Bars, File | 
ben we M ous a a liberty of continuing to ſit. on, = the Provo ation mide” 
the Arc 5 or to meer again before the rime he then 4 * Faint 
Hon or Continuation of the Archbiſhop, ir what in Parlianientary ry b | 
N f 12 is not 7 Diſcharge. or Diſmiſfion er 44 ; 
Love ad Ws fil under the b. attending at large, au in 
25/0 71 the — therefore of ſting, w 7 8 of, "is during this Af, 
I n Bysi do we * to any Righe [0 metting one another. until | 
ae br 0 cv us ; mor after be ſhal "fend us home, "Vhethwr be 7. . 
Temporary. or a Fi nal Diſmiſſion, that is, by Prorog row; * 
Dz ue . "This is you and great Power | 
and we 12 all along þ ET For red to yy 


far as it may be exerted Law of the 
Now I have conſider all this, * will A planb del biting my ee a 


tions about ir. It is ſomething indeed, that they do not pretend to u 
Inherent and Original Right of Conyening themſelyes, but mett ac 
Archbiſhops Summons, and return home” when he difmiſſes chem: 
Which they ſeem contented with, becauſe it is* conformable to their: 
eat Pattern of Engliſh Parliaments ; and for more 1 * tha one, 
they dare not trerch their Claims farther. But yet challenge 1 
Right of being ſummon d as often as that Great Boty rg A *Burs * : 
ſire that they 5680 this in Obedience to the Mitropolirical Authority . 1 
Wy 1 52 to hear all of them own 15 r 8 which proba- 
in 
tribute their Right of ' Summons to de 
the Arch no more Authority in 
nnn 15 7 "axd's, 200 d the S445 Archdexcott Rar ae | 

ADE! — 22 


ARE 


time carry them farther. Rog t 5 the”; 
ſince the Act of Subtmiſſion, but as che Kings 


N Houſe. of eit are p 
$ Writ for that = And 2325 
the Dean of St. P Err the He. 


5 
S 


* 
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bo ir k in this Caſe: For Biſho 


24 De New Dunger of Preibytery. 


ction of Proctors for Convocation, were accommodated to this new 
Notion, contrary to all former Precedents ; and fa new-model d by the 
Inventers of that Notion, as to attribute the Summons wholly to the 
Authority Regiorum Brevium, without any mention. of the Archiepiſcepal 
Authority. | | | f N 88 
But lub ſe they did pay this Obedience to the Archbiſhop's Autho- 

- Tity, yet Nis is not ſuch an Act of Obedience as owns a Diſtinction 
of Orter berween Biſhops and Presbyters, but only. a Superior Degree 
of Power in the Metropolitan, which may be in the ſame Order. And 
themſelves, who are of the ſame Or- 


Presbyters to the Archbiſhop's Mandate ta meet him in Convocation, 
but, their, Behaviour there, from whence we muft take the Meaſures of 
their Duty and Obedience : But this gives little Evidence of it. 
He owns that they claim a Liberty 
Prorogation made by the Archbop, 
© | time he then aſſign d. This, he will 


'ro make 
ning 


to the Archiepiſcopal Authority. All that I ſhall take notice of, is, 


That this makes the Convocation two as Piſtinct, Separate, and Inde“ 


LY | pendent Houſes, as the Houſe of Lords and Commons in Parliament 


» ! 
ts 
. | 
2 
$ 
| 


| are; and this deftroys the Diffinction of Orders, aid the eſſential Sub- 
ordination. of Presbyters to their Oy ; which can never be reconcit'd_” 


with ſuch an Independent and Coordinate Power. © They own. their 


x 


$ . obligation to abe) the Metropolitans Authority. in ſummioning 'thenr 
— bue then Evre Joh with is Authority ft ben | 


tO 


[ V - ay 0 
8 
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* — — They own. his Authority in coming to the Convocau 
: n Bs 
is, — plain owe him no Obedience in Convocation; but 
Sit and A Ys — as Subject -Presbyters, but as Equals or Rivals. 
in Eccleſiaſtical Power: And this, I 2 ie (if there were ground for © 
it) would j their new. Claims, is. no great evidence of char 
Obedience and Subjection which Presbyters owe their Biſhobßs. 
ont Anather Inſtance of their Obedience to tbe gas pores is, That” 
2 they obediently came up 4 | Archbiſhop's Summomi, and go home” up on bis. © 
7 ſo in tbe ſpace 1 95 the Phra ſr 25 re, is 2 
= 


= further 1 gur ſelves. obli ed 1 1 14 ple e fer.” 1 
asd 
17 72 


1 time 10 44 05 

— > Nor are e ſo abſ: 47 bad | 
7770 upon; tbe. Archbi jar bit Cal, Sf, then during tht time we anten upon 
3 5 #7 t the Hour be Age IB 07-27 


HI f de aer ae d the 80 "a 
Archhi are obli gs 
wo an AQ of Seltenes 10 kim; But 99 5 bby "Thi 


CES t i an Obb on from the Rea 
= n pod a mc en de owe e 5 


makes us accountab 8 5 to Hu rar but not to a Supetior. Pur f ic be 


ſo abſurd not to be found E and rea for his Grace's Commands, 
at the time to which he roro e Convocation, it- muſt be 


ay —— we to allo the Velbieh Authority to command 
that te *. what name then wall 'they « call ü 
ES the Authority of Proroguing and Continuing” e 
— beer u not * will. not own ; for that —＋ = 
ſtroys their Power of  Adjournments : And yet the Archbiſhop 
them no other Notice of his Commands to attend on ſiich'a Day. dat 
by the. Schedule. of 8 ae Which if it does not Profogie the 
Lower Houſe. to that Day, it is certain cannot tequire their Attendanee W. 
on that Day neither. fore as angry as he is, the Au- 
thor, of the Right of the Archbiſhop, ce. had Reaſon to fay,” f 57/9 © "$2 
That none of them have acquainted us from wherice their ' , oor 
Compliance with his Grace s Day ariſes. e and they indeed es 5 
it ob/ard not to do ſa; but what Authority oblię Fr d it, che 
tell us not: And if it be not in Obedience to f biſtops Authe 
rity,. it ig no Act of Obedience to him. e Jet ® 
Thirdly, he adds, Whenever we are. allew'd to ft, thcugh' we' ey of d i= 


„ Arti er- 


MLL 6 hu lain and e, yet we red ro i and ob uſl ire, 14 
or to redreſs aries hr efarm, I . . . 711 bie 3 bo by" 4 
AT and ſubmitted to their 22 


offer d to their. Lara on.” And 3 
1 


e ik heve of i of this ee e Yer e Be 
0 an Epiſcopal | 4 l 21 * e 


26 © The New Danger of Presbytery, | 


| be committed to the Biſhops by Chriſt and his Apoſtle: „ aud are far from 
Oppoſition to it, or Endea vours for Independence from it. The Sum of 
is, They have no Authority to do this of themſelves, without the Con- 
ſent and Authority of the Upper-Houſe, and therefore they don't pro- 
tend to do it. But thus it is alſo with the Upper Houſe, Who can do 
nothing of this nature in Convocation, without the Conſent of the 
Lower Houſe, who- challenge the Right of a Negative. And there- 
fore this no more teſtifies em to be Dutiful Presbyters of an Epiſcopal 
Church, who own the chief Government to be committed to the Bi- 
ops by Chriſt and his Apoſtles ; than the Biſhops not pretending to 
p: 5 any ſuch Synodical Acts, on the Advice and Conſent of the 
ower Houſe, proves their Acknowledgment of an Equal A 
of Presbyters in Convocation. The Houſe of Commons would 
think this a good Argument to prove their Submiffion and Subordina- 
tion to the Houſe of Lords, That they ſend up their Bills to them for 
their Concurrence. This is nothing but what may and myſt be done, 
where the Conſent of both Houſes is Been to make a Law, as well 
when they are Diſtin& and Independent Bodies, as when one Houſe is 
ſubject and ſubordinate to the other. And therefore there muſt be other 
2 whereby to judge of their Independency or Subordination, than 


Foutthly, he adds, We further, as to the moſt Reverend the Archbiſhop, 
are ready for our part ( if the Biſhops 7 4 ) to allow to his Grace what Yome 
72 Writers of _ ( EY and Dr. 4 e 92 2 to the 
Office of a Metropolitan, a Negative upon the re | „ and 4 Le- 
Kü ese, 4 is, to * the Safin to alt its Ordinances. \ ' 

I ſhall not diſpute this Point now, as not relating to my preſent Ar- 
. nt: For 3 the Authority of the Archbiſhop be in this Caſe, 
it is not the Authority of a Superior Order, ( for it is an Authority over 
Biſhops as well as Presbyters, who are of the fame Order with the Me- 
— ); but it is the Authority of a Superior Office, which they 
may allow the Metropolitan, without owning an Eſſential Superiority 
and Subjection of Order between Biſhops and Presbyters. And yet he 
ſeems to allow this Authority to the Archbiſhop, to deliver themſelves 
from the exerciſe of ſome other Branches of his Authority which they 
leſs like; and therefore he is willing to own him a King in Convocati- 
on, and to allow his Grace as much Power in Convocation as the Kir 
has in Parliament ; if that may be thought enough by this Gentleman; and 
in reaſon we judge it content him. t may content others, I can- 
not tell, but J aſſure him this does not content me. I do not like, as 1 
obſerved before, a Change of Names, which introduces a Change of 
Power too in Convocation. The Archbiſhop, with reſpect to his Ne- 
gative and no race Kv29, which gives the Sanction , if they pleaſe 
to grant him this, may ſeem to have an Authority ſomething je har 
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of a King i in Parliament; but this is not his Convocational Name, nor | 
the whole of his Power: His true Name and Character is the Preſt. 
dent of the whole Convocation, which includes very different Powers 
from that of à King in Parliament. He Directs and Preſides in all their 
Debates; his Preſence or Authority makes 2 Houſe; he Appoints their 
ſeveral Seflions, and puts an end to them by his Prorogation, which 
leaves them no Authority to Adjourn themſelves ; and therefore they 
had much rather allow him to be a King, than a true and proper Pre. 
ſident in Convocation. Thus he has open'd his Deſign, and ſtated the 
Caſe under the next Head in theſe words: For he & defired only to p 
der a Caſe, that ſhall not be to the diſparagement of the Metropolitan, but ſup- 
Poſe bie to. be, bat the Biſhop of S. declar d bim, and we as far as > his Dew 
bate it concern d, are content J. ad be, 4 in Con vnaatian. AM Caſe, 
the Letter Writer might bave found [a goefted i in. the. Narrative, and the Apr 
pendix.: Whether or no in Ancient Ta „ when the King in in fall Parliament , 
made bis Propofition to the Aﬀembly of his States, and they alien d them a_D.; 

on which be would meet. them. again and receive their Anſwer; this their. able 


gation to the King's P A their Power of Adjourning themſelves in 
the mean —. — it did not leave the ſeveral 3 at Liberty, 


z to 
begin their reſpettive forthwith; and to Adjourn them. to intermediate 
La ca 
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5 and whether even 4 laſt Adjournment to the. 

al Day was not an re, on, inaſneuch as it was in their 

— (09-7 ay ar — eee A 4 nearer. 

This Caſe owas Parliaments, and holds Gil a 8 in Modern 
uſe 


| he won 7 the ſhall fignify ro the: Hot 
Thes be inn a — wy pers certain 4565 N. and 25 
expect their Preſence ; ſuch @ notice * an Obligation an the Houſe to be fits 
ting that Day, but would not ſuperſede their preſent, or intermediate Meetings, 
nor —— the Adjournment: in the mean while, from Proceeding ; in 2 
Form. - 
The Deſign of all this, is to recongile their Claims of Power and 
Authority to Adjourn themſelves, and that to Intermediate Days, if 
they pleaſe, with the acknowledgment of their Obligation to be found 
Sitting on his Grace's Day. This has been thought a 2 Aifficulty q for if 
they do not own the — of the Archbithop's Schedule to Pro- 
— or Continue the 2 nvocation, or Provincial Synod; by 
t Authority are the ged to Attend the Archbiſhop upon the 
Th appointed by the bee ge And if they do own. the, Authority 
of the ule , what Authority have they - Adjourn themſelves to 
any other Day, than what the Schedule has a ppointed for a new Seſſion? 
-To anſwer this Difficulty, they are forced to turn the Preſident of che 
. Convocation, into a in vocation ; and to make the 8 
22 n to ſigni ee 


- Houſe Commons, to meer him at ſuch a day in e Houle Longs | 


LE Nen Danger of Prechyterys + 


oy 1 
1 v4. Wo 
1 | their Liberty to Adjonm themes to . 
| ory in the mean time: 


Which might paſs for an Anſwer, . 


- and his Suffragans in Convocation, and their Original Right to 
1 themſelves, and an Authority in the Archbiſko® aifiine? from: 
his Authori of Proroguing and Continuing the whole — 6 
and thick Attendance when he pleas d. It is a — N lc 
2 — this 122 is a great Artift at it, to new- model Eccleſiafti 
vernment, in Conformity to the pattern of the Civil — 2 Dor 
Divine Apoſt olical Inſtitutions are very ſtubborn things, which will not 
25 to. po litick Changes; eſpecially i in its eſſential and fundamen- 
ral Parts, ſuch as the Subordination and Subjection of Presbyters to 
- their Biſhops, is. And certainly it much more becomes Epiſcopal Di- 
"1 to conform the Government of the Church to the Primitive Pat. 
4 terns of Church- Government, in the pureſt Ages; than to challenge 
| Wand unknown Rights and Powers, from their Conformiry to Civil 
overnment: And therefore how plauſible ſoever their new Schemes 
| ay appear, from their Reſemblance and Conformity to Engliſh Parlia- 
or other Civil Aſſemblies; I can never concur in ſuch new 
Claims of Liberty and Power, as in their natural Tendency ſubvert the 
nt Foundations of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline and Government, and 
ice two Independent and Rival Powers into the Church. Eſpe- | 
wo when ſuch new Claims are aot only new with reſpe& to the An- 
ent Government of the Primitive Church, but of our own ; as has 
* evidently prov'd from the moſt Authentick Records of the Practi- 
des and. Ulages of Engliſh Synods. But that is not my Buſineſs at pre- 
en; it is in better Hands, — there I leave it. | | 


+ 


5 


- could they — prove their Independence upon the Archbi. 8 


